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CANDIDATES FOR CoUNCIN. 


There are eight vacancies for Council and so far 


> the nominations for election are :— 


Jos. Abson G. A. Banham 
A. W. Mason Col. Duck 
J. Fraser A. Over. 


These six retire by rotation, but have offered 


) themselves for re-election. They are known to us, 
/and have acted as representatives for some years. 
©’ The votes which returned them as Members of 
) Council will probably be available again, and unless 
}some of their supporters are dissatisfied with their 
} work we may expect them to be among the success- 


ful candidates. 
Other candidates are ;— 
W. Bower 
K. Barker 
H. Sumner 
E. L. Stroud 
H. L. Roberts. 


Only two of these can be elected if the old mem- 


i bers are successful. One of them, Mr. Bower, has 


been on the Council for some years, and his popu- 


tlarity marks him as one who will probably be re- 
turned. The second place will most likely be filled 
iby Mr. Sumner who possesses many qualities which 
fare necessary in a representative man. 


There is no particularly acute question exercising 
the mind of the profession just now, and it may be 


}well to note the personality of candidates before 


giving a vote. The mere fact of prominence on 
some question is hardly sufficient to recommend a 
man unless it is a matter of great consequence to 
the corporate body. 

_ The possession of sound judgment, an active 
interest in professional progress, and a decent 
manner are qualities which should be found in all 
our representatives. 


THE M‘FapyEeAN TESTIMONIAL. 


The fund which has been formed to give material 
expression to our feelings of pleasure at Sir John 
M‘Fadyean’s recognition by Government is to close 
on May 7th. 

It has been successful, and it will be a source of 
tegret if any gentleman desirous of subscribing 
should postpone action too long. We believe we 
are safe in saying that the Committee will not 
— cheques—even if they arrive a day or two 

On May 15th a decision will be come to as to 

¢form of the testimonial, and subscribers should 
attend at Red Lion Square at 3 p.m. if they desire 


“ BOTS, GASTRITIS, AND DEATH.” 


_The subject was a six-year-old mare, in fair con- 
dition, and belonged to the class ordinarily used for 
farm work in Ulster. , 

On March 14th she was treated for colic and re- 
covered. 

Early on the morning of March 29th, 1 was 
called to attend heragain. She had shown signs 
of pain after returning from work at six the pre- 
vious evening. Two colic draughts had been given 
her, but the pain was continuous, and there had 
been no passage of feces during the night. 

I injected Eserine 2 grs. and gave a dose of Ol. 
lini. and Spts. tereb. at the outset. The eserine 
was repeated in two hours, but in spite of treat- 
ment, which was chiefly stimulative, with copious 
enemata, the bowels remained inactive, the pain 
continued, and the patient died at 9 am. on 
the 30th. 

Autopsy revealed intense inflammation of the 
stomach, and the presence of an uncommonly large 
number of bots which had caused considerable 
thickening of the wall and erosion of the surface. 
Save for a score or so found in the duodenum the 
bots were, strangely enough, confined entirely to 
the villous portion of the stomach. The bowels 
showed no lesions, and the contents were com- 
paratively soft. 
L. W. W. Lioyp. 
Portadown. 


PERSISTENT TYMPANITIS. 


Subject.—A pedigree Jersey bull, aged 1 year 4 
months, no previous history of illness. 

The animal was first observed to be sick on Sept. 
19, 1905: its condition was good, no evidence of 
respiratory troubie was observed, the only symp- 
toms being a persistent accumulation of gases in the 
rumen and an apparent inability to digest any food. 
Rumination was never definitely observed, but the 
animal had no difficulty in swallowing. 

The diet, after the first two or three weeks, was 
restricted to milk and eggs, although upon some 
occasions in spite of precautions it did eat a little 
bedding. Relief was given by the use of the 
trocar and canula, sometimes as frequently as every 
other day, and afterwards by means of the probang, 
as it was suggested that too much injury was being 
done to the walls of the rumen, but 1t was Impossi- 
ble towards the end to pass the probang. 

Medicinal treatment was persistently attempted 
with the various purgatives, antacids, nerve tonics 


make suggestions. 


etc. without avail ; and as not the slightest improve- 


= 
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ment could be obtained, several consultations were 
held upon the case, but the animal rapidly lost con- 
dition and was destroyed on Dec. Ist, 1905. 

The post-mortem examination revealed an enor- 
mously enlarged tuberculous mediastinal gland 
firmly adherent to the cesophagus, which readily 
explained the animal’s inability to ruminate and to 
discharge gases from the rumen. 

R. PAIne. 

The Department of Agriculture, 

Cape Colony. 


NOTE ON OLEATE OF ZINC IN CANINE 
PRACTICE. 


All practitioners are familiar with the effects of 
the ordinary ointment of oxide of zinc, but there 
are probably many who have never tried the oleate, 
which Iam inclined to think is, in many cases, 
superior to the former and more widely-used pre- 
paration. 

I use the Ung. Zinci Oleat. of the B.P., and have 
found it very useful in canine and feline practice. 
In most cases of eczema—especially those attended 
by much pruritis—it is extremely serviceable, and I 
have found its use to be beneficial in small wounds 
and sores, where healing is retarded by the presence 
of irritation, sufficient to induce the animal to bite, 
scratch, or rub the affected part. 

My practice is to have a little of the ointment well, 
although gently, rubbed over the affected part once, 
twice, or three times daily, according to the severity 
of the irritation present. Used in this way it is 
generally effectual in subduing pruritis and promo- 
ting healing, while I have never seen any ill effects 
follow its application. 

It does not form the hard cakes of débris which 
result from the use of the ordinary “ zine ointment,” 
and I have never seen it produce that dry, hard 
condition of the skin which is often brought about 
by such agents as Liq. Plumb. Subacetate. 

As it possesses the additional advantages of being 
cheap, and not recognisable by owners, I think it 
well worth a permanent place in the surgery of every 
practitioner having much to do with the smaller 
animals. 

PARACELSUS. 


Prosecutions under the Anthrax Order 
at Thornbury: V.S. Fined. 


At the Thornbury Petty Sessions on Wednesday, 
April 18th, (before Sir George B. Jenkinson, Bart., 
chairman ; Colenel T. W. Chester Master, Admiral H. 
C. St. John, and Messrs. E. Harwood, W. Cullimore, 
and J. J. Harle), Mr. Albert Fear, farmer, of Morton, 
near Thornbury, was summoned, at the instance of Supt. 
F. S. Phelps, for evading the Anthrax Order of 1899, on 
February 15th, in failing to give the police at Thorn- 
bury notice of a cow being affected with anthrax. There 
was a second charge against Mr. Fear of having on the 
17th February removed the carcase of the animal which 
had died of anthrax, from his premises at Morton other- 
wise than for the purpose of its being destroyed by the 
local authority. 


Mr. Harry Potts, veterinary surgeon, Thornbury, and 
Stapleton Road, Bristol, was charged with impeding 
Police-Sergt. Charles Henry Davies, stationed at Thorn- 
bury, in the execution of his duty, at Thornbury, on the 
10th March, by refusing to disclose the name of the 
owner of an animal which bad died of anthrax, and by 
giving false information as to the burial of the carcase 
thereof. 

Mr. Taylor (Messrs. Evans and Taylor, Bristol) ap- 
peared for the police ; whilst Mr. Metcalfe, of Bristol, 
represented the defendants in all three cases. 

Mr. Taylor, in his opening statement, said the case 
was a serious one, and more serious on the part of the 
veterinary surgeon than of the farmer, for the one was 
a person possessed of scientific knowledge, an intimate 
acquaintance with the Anthrax Order and its require- 
ments, and an extensive practice. On the morning of 
February 15th Mr. Fear found one of his cows dead. 
He went to Bristol and saw Mr. Potts, who visited the 
premises the day following, saw the carcase, and cut off 
an ear which he sent to the Board of Agriculture for 
examination. A telegram was dispatched by the Board 
to Mr. Potts at follows : “ Blood foul ; consider anthrax.” 
The telegram was dispatched to Mr. Potts on February 
17th, but before its receipt Mr Fear had communicated 
with the kennelman of the Berkeley Kennels for the car- 
case to be fetched. The carcase was taken away from 
the farm premises to Berkeley, where, in consequence of 
its not being then required for the dogs, it was skinned, 
and the carcase placed in acid and converted into artifi- 
cial manure. The skin was sent to Cheltenham with 
others and was sold, and it could not be traced any 
further. 

John Pessware, laboratory assistant to the Board of 
Agriculture, stated that he took the ear of a cow, which 
was sent by Mr. Potts, to the laboratory at the Poplars, 
Sudbury, to Chief Inspector Stuart Stockman, who 
made an examination of the ear, and his certificate that 
the animal died of anthrax was produced. 

Questioned by Mr. Metcalfe, witness stated that 
although he had been laboratory assistant for 11 years, 
he would not and could not answer professional ques- 
tions, as he was not qualified to do so. He appealed to 
the Bench to protect him from answering a question put 
by Mr. Metcalfe as to the meaning of “ blood foul ” being 
a case of suspicion only. 

Mr. Taylor pointed ont that the certificate was conclu- 
sive evidence of the fact, and could not be questioned. 

Frederick King, carter at Berkeley Kennels, said he 
received a postcard to fetch a dead cow from Mr. Fears 
premises, and he went there on February 17th, and saw 
the ear had been cut off. He inquired of Mr. Fear who 
cut the ear off, and he replied “ The Vet.” as he suspec- 
ted the cow had picked up something poisonous, which 
caused the death. 

Arthur E. Waldron, slaughterman at the Kennels, 
Berkeley, said in consequence of what King told him he 
skinned the animal, and hung up the meat until Feb. 
19th, when it was then putrid, and it was boiled up for 
manure. The skin was sent to the Skin Market at 
Cheltenham. 

In reply to Mr. Metcalfe, witness said he did not con- 
sider the cow had died from anthrax. The skin was 
salted and sent away on February 9th with other skins. 

Charles Henry Davies, police sergeant, of Theat, 
stated that a copy of the anthrax leaflet was — 
by him at Mr. Fear’s house on March 21st, 1902. Wi d 
ness was in charge of the Thornbury Police Station, ané 
did not receive any notice from Mr. Fear on February 
15th or 17th, or on any subsequent date, of av. a 
suspected of, or being affected with, anthrax having @! “ 
on his premises. On March 10th certain inquiries = 
through, and in consequence witness saw Mr. a ne 
was a M.R.C.V.S. Witness asked him if he co 
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him the name and address of the owner of the cow 
whose ear he had sent to the Board of Agriculture. He 
told Mr. Potts the animal was affected with anthrax, 
and he replied : “I decline to give you any information. 
I was aware what the disease was before sending the 
ear. I only sent it to confirm my opinion. The carcase 
was buried in lime, and the spot fenced off. If it takes 
the Board a month to decide what the disease is, they 
must put up with it. I received a wire from them say- 
ing it was a suspicious case.” Potts did not give wit- 
ness Fear’s name. He (witness) had to find it out else- 
where. It was witness’s duty to enter upon any land 
where a suspected carcase had been, for disinfection 
purposes, and when carcases were found they were cre- 
mated. Witness called on Mr. Fear the same night, and 
asked him if he had had a cow which died on February 
15th, 1906. He hesitated for some time and then said, 
“Yes, I did.” He inquired what became of the carcase, 
and whether a veterinary surgeon saw it. Fear declined 
to say anything further for nearly half an hour. Ulti- 
mately Fear told him that at 5 a.m. on February 15th 
he went to attend to his cattle and found one of his 
beasts dead. He (defendant) went to Bristol, saw Mr. 
Potts there, told him he had found one of his cow’s dead 
that morning, and could not understand the cause of it. 
On the following morning Mr. Potts came to his farm 
and saw the carcase. He did not say what caused death, 
but said he would tind out the cause. He cut off one of 
the ears and said he would send it away. On the fol- 
lowing Sunday Mr. Potts gave his servant a telegram 
which he had received. He believed that anthrax and 
blood fonl were mentioned in the telegram. He (Fear) 
sent a post-card to the kennels, and before he saw the 
telegram someone came and took the carcase away. 
Witness received no notice from Mr. Fear after he had 
received the telegram, and his inquiries were in conse- 
quence of instructions which came through his superin- 
tendent. 

Mr. Metcalfe: The statement made by Mr. Potts 
witness took upon a slate,and read to him at the time. 

Police Superintendent F. 8S. Phelps described his 
duties when notified of anthrax or suspected anthrax, 
and jn cross-examination as toa Board of Agriculture 
leaflet, admitted that it was in some respects obsolete, 
as cremation was now the only method of dealing with 
cases of animals which had died of this .lisease in Glou- 
cestershire. 

Albert Fear, one of the defendants, gave evidence on 
his own behalf, and stated that he was not told it was 
anthrax, and did not suspect it, nor did he understand 
the telegram to state that it was anthrax. He under- 
stood the words “ consider anthrax ” to mean that it was 
uncertain whether the animal was affected or not, for a 
thing considered was not a certainty. 

Mr. Metealfe submitted that as a matter of law the 
bench had no jurisdiction as to Potts’s case. He was 
charged with impeding by refusing to tell, and if this 
Was so life would be intolerable. 

A long legal argument ensued between the advocates 
onthe point, and the Bench eventually retired to con- 
sider the cases. 

On their return into Court the Chairman said they 

ad decided to convict in each case. Mr. Potts was the 
greatest offender, and a fine of £10, and £2 16s. costs, 
was inflicted in his ease. Mr. Fear was fined £4, and 
£3 0s. 9d. costs, for failing to report the disease to the 
police, and £4, and £3 3s. 9d. costs, for removing the 
carcase.— Bristol Times. 


At the South Staffordshire Hunt Steeplechases, in 
the Light weight race, for horses regularly hunted 
With the S.S., weight 12st, Mr. J. A. Connell’s “ Watch 
ime,” ridden by owner, ran second, by about a length; 


Prosecution for Cruelty: Branding—Appeal. 


In the High Court of Justice, King’s Bench Division, 
Before the Lord Chief Justice of England, Mr. Justice 
Darling, and Mr. Justice Bray. Bowyer v. Morgan, 

This was a case stated by four justices for the county 
of Cardigan. The respondent appeared before the jus- 
tices on December 2, 1904, on an information laid by the 
appellant under 12 and 13 Vict., ¢. 92, section 2, charg- 
ing the respondent that he on July 20, 1904, in the parish 
of Llanfihangel-Creaddyn in that county did unlawfully 
and cruelly ill-treat, abuse, and torture certain animals, 
to wit, a number of lambs, by then and there branding 
them with a hot iron. The following facts were admit: 
ted before the justices :— 

_On July 20, 1904, the appellant visited Pwllpeman 
Farm in the parish aforesaid, where he saw a number 
of sheep shorn of their wool. After the sheep were 
shorn they were brought out with their fore-legs tied 
together and the letters J. W. painted on the hind- 
quarters of each sheep, with hot tar or pitch. ‘The re- 
spondent then with a branding iron which was red hot, 
branded each of the lambs on the nose in the following 
manner: He held the lamb with his left hand and with 
his right hand drew the thin edge of the branding iron 
across the nostrils of the lamb three or four times, until 
the hair had burned away, thereby burning through the 
outer skin, called the epidermis, and the inner skin, 
called the dermis, destroying the hair cells. The burn- 
ing with a hot iron left a permanent scar from }in. to 
Lin. long and jin. to 5-1G6in. wide, on which the hair 
never grows. The sheep were also earmarked, that is to 
say,a portion of the top of the ear was clipped out 
with a punch. The appellant called, among other wit- 
nesses, Mr. Richard Jones, a member of the Royal Col- 
lege of Veterinary Surgeons, practising in Merioneth- 
shire, who stated that he had examined some of the 
sheep in question; that the sheep suffered by being 
branded in the way mentioned ; that he did not think it 
necessary to brand sheep in that way ; that earmarking, 
if properly done, caused little if any pain compared with 
branding and was an effective way of identifying sheep ; 
and that marking with pitch or tar would be effective 
from four to six months at least. Mr. W.S. Plomley 
and Professor William Pritchard, members of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons, gave evidence to the 
same effect. On behalf of the respondent evidence was 
given by Mr. R. D. Williams, a member of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons, to the effect that he was 
acquainted with the habits of Welsh mountain sheep ; 
that branding in the manner described was practised in 
the mountainous parts of Cardiganshire, Breconshire, 
and Radnorshire ; that the operation though painful 
Was necessary as a means of identification, and was not 
cruel if skilfully performed ; that earmarking and piteh- 
marking would not be suflicient means of identification 
for mountain sheep; that carmarks and pitehmarks 
might be easily and that it was absolutely 
necessary that there should be something more than ear- 
marks and pitehmarks. Several other witnesses who 
were farmers in Wales gave evidence to the same effect. 
The justices found as facts :—(1) That the branding of 
the sheep with a hot iron in the manner described did 
canse substantial pain and suffering ; (2) that the re- 
spondent had exercised ordinary care Mm the performance 
of the operation, and that there had been no Hnneces- 
sary abuse of the animals ; (3) that the practice of 
branding sheep on the unenclosed mountain lands in 
Cardiganshire and certain other Welsh counties had 
existed for a great number of years ; (4) that the prac- 
tice of branding was reasonably necessary for >» pur- 
pose of identifying sheep grazing In large numbers on 


nnenclosed mountain lands in the county of Cardigan and 


two lengths between second and third. 


certain other Welsh counties, and could not be effectually 
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obtained by earmarking and pitch-marking. They were 
therefore of opinion that no offence had been committed 
under the statute, and they accordingly dismissed the 
information by a majority of four to one. The question 
for the Court was whether they were right in so deter- 
mining. The Statute 12 and 13 Vict., c. 92, section 2, 
provides that :—“ If any person shall from and after the 
passing of this Act cruelly beat, ill-treat, over-drive, 
abuse or torture, or cause or procure to be cruelly beaten, 
ill-treated, over driven, abused, or tortured, any animal, 
every such offender shall for every such offence forfeit 
and pay a penalty not exceeding five pcunds.” 

Mr. Abel Thomas, K.C., and Mr. Colam, for the appel- 
lants, submitted that the respondent had committed an 
offence against the section. The cases showed that the 
test was whether the process of marking employed was 
“necessary” or not. Here it was not necessary. The 
evidence showed that pitch-marking would have been 
sufficient to identify the sheep. The magistrates had 
gone wrong in thinking that this process was necessary 
merely because it saved the farmers trouble. They 
relied on “ Ford v. Wiley ” (23 Q.B.D., 203). 

Mr. Avory, K.C., and Mr. J. Lloyd Morgan, for the 
respondent, contended that the justices had applied the 

roper principle of law to the facts asfound. They had 
ound as a fact that the practice in question was reason- 
ably necessary, and it was impossible to interfere with 
that finding of fact. They referred to “Armstrong ». 
Mitchell ” (67 J.P., 329). 

The Lord Chief Justice, in giving judgment, said 
that he had come to the conclusion, not without reluc- 
tance, that the appeal should be dismissed. It seemed 
to him impossible to hold that the justices had not 
applied the right principle of law, and the Court was 
not justified in over-ruling their decision on a question 
of fact. A long series of decisions had laid it down that, 
in order that a process of this kind should constitute 
an offence against the statute, it must be shown, not only 
that it involved some measure of cruelty, but that it was 
unnecessary. Here the justices had found as a fact that 
the practice of branding was reasonably necessary for 
the purpose of identifying the sheep, and that that 
object could not be effectually attained by ear-marking 
or pitch-marking. It might fairly be contended that in 
the case of mountain sheep pitch-marking would not be 
a very permanent mode of identification; and ear- 
marking was open to the objection that the ear-mark 
might often be altered without much difficulty. If his 
Lordship had been sitting as one of the justices, he would 
probably have come to the conclusion that the branding 
was not necessary ; but the justices had come to the 
contrary conclusion, and he certainly could not say that 
there was no evidence to support their finding. 

Mr. Justice Darling was of the same opinion. 

Mr. Justice Bray gave judgment to the same effect.— 
The Times. 


Action for loss of a Bull by Slaughter. 


This was an action brought by the St. Paul Fire and 
Marine Insurance Company (Limited), a corporate body 
carrying on business at St. Paul, Minnesota, United 
States of America, against the defendants, underwriters 
at Lloyd’s, to recover a loss under a policy of marine 
re-insurance upon a bull per steamship Merchant 
Prince. 

Mr. J. A. Hamilton, K.C., and Mr. Mackinnon ap- 
neared for the plaintiffs ; Mr. Scrutton, K.C., and Mr. 
essie Hill for the defendants. 

By a certificate issued by the plaintiffs it was certified 
that the plaintiffs insured under policy No. 6,677 one 
bull shipped on board the steamship Merchant Prince at 
and from New York to Buenos Ayres, direct or indirect, 
against all risks of mortality, jettison, and washing 


overboard, and for ten days after arrival in Buenos Ayres, 
“ Loss, if any,” . . . “to be adjusted in conformity with 
the conditions of said policy, subject to special clauses 
hereon.” The policy deeceuties called “the American 
policy ”) contained the clause :—“ Warranted by the in- 
sured free from any loss or claim on account of capture, 
seizure, detention, or destruction by or arising from any 
belligerent nation or by or from any officer, civil or mili- 
tary, or any person claiming to act in their name, or 
under their authority, or in their behalf, or for any charge 
damage, or loss which may arise in consequence of cap- 
ture, seizure, or detention, or the consequences of any 
attempt thereat. Any stipulations in this policy to 
the contrary notwithstanding, or on account of illicit 
or prohibited trades or trade in articles contraband of 
war.” The perils insured against were “of the seas, fire, 
barratry of the master (unless the insured be an owner 
of the vessel) and of the mariners, and all other losses 
and misfortunes which have or shall come to the damage 
of the said property or any part thereof to which in- 
surers are liable by the rules and customs of insurance 
in Boston or New York, subject to the conditions and 
provisions contained or referred to by clauses in this 
policy.” By a Lloyd’s policy of reinsurance the plain- 
tiffs reinsured with the defendants at and from ew 
York to Buenos Ayres and for ten days whilst there 
after arrival upon the steamship Merchant Prince. The 
subject matter of the insurance was expressed to be “ On 
bull valued at £1,500 or as per original policy or policies. 
Being against all risks including mortality, jettison, 
and washing overboard. Walking at destination to le 
deemed an arrival.” The risks insured against were the 
ardinary marine risks, including “ Arrests, restraints, 
and detainments of all Kings, Princes, and people,” 
these latter risks not being mentioned in the American 
policy. The Lloyd’s policy also contined the clauses :—- 
Warranted nevertheless free of capture, seizure, and 
detention, and the consequences thereof or any attempt 
thereat, piracy excepted, and also from all consequencies 
of hostilities or warlike operations, whether before or 
after declaration of war.” “ Being a re-insurance subject 
to the same terms, conditions, clauses, and warranties as 
original policy or policies, St. Paul F.and M 1.00. 
whether re-insurance or otherwise, and to pay as may 
he paid thereon.” The clauses in italics in this report 
were either written in the policy or typewritten. Upon 

arrival at Buenos Ayres the bull or some of the other 
animals on board the steamer were found to be suffering 
from foot-and-mouth disease; and, in accordance with 

Argentine law and the regulations made thereunder, the 

bull was forbidden to be landed, and the Argentine 

officials caused it to be slaughtered on board the steamer. 

The plaintiffs paid to their assured the amount which, 

under the American policy, they were liable to pay npon 

the happening of a loss covered by that policy; and 

they now sued the defendants to recover from them the 


| loss which they had so paid. 


Mr. Justice Kennedy, in the course of his judgment, 
said that he would assume that the bull was suffering 
from foot-and-mouth disease ; but even so he was very 
doubtful if the plaintiffs were right in paying as they 
did, because he could not help thinking that the word 
mortality in the American certificate onght to be con 
sidered as meaning death from disease or some other 
natura! cause, and not death caused to the animal by the 
local regulations, which compelled it to be slaughtere 
irrespective of the question whether it might recovel 
But, assuming the plaintiffs were justified in paying the 
loss, the question was whether they could recover agai! 
the defendants upon the policy of re-insurance. | !th@ 
been contended that greater effect ought to be given 
the written and typewritten clauses in the Lloyd's polies 
than to the ordinary printed claused. was 
true that, if there was a conflict in the same document 


a 
it was not improper to prefer the meaning given to 
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clause specially included ; but in the present case he saw 
no reason to give any other than the ordinary and 
natural meaning to the clauses. In_ his opinion, the 
word “mortality” in the policy of re-insurance did not 
include the death of the animal in consequence of the 
action of the officials in Buenos Ayres. “ Miller ». Law 
Accident Insurance Society ” (8 Com. Cas., 161) showed 
that the operation of the ordinary municipal law was 
within the “f.c. ands.” clause in the Lloyd’s policy. 
He could not, therefore, properly hold that the defen- 
dants were not protected by the terms of their policy. 
therefore, be judgment for the defendants. 
—The 


A Cruelty Case—Appeal. 


Before the Lord Chief Justice of England, Mr. Jus- 
tice Darling, and Mr. Justice Bray. Rex ». Cable and 
Another (ex Parte O’Shea). 

A rule having been obtained directed to two of the 
justices for the Borough of Guildford requiring them to 
show cause why a writ of certiorari should not issue to 
bring up for the purpose of being quashed a conviction 
dated October 30, 1905, whereby one Cornelius O’Shea 
was convicted for that he on October 10, 1905, “did 
cruelly ill-treat, abuse, and torture tive cows by causing 
the same to be over-stocked with milk contrary to the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided,” on 
the ground that the conviction was bad on the face of it, 
in that it was a conviction for five separate and distinct 
offences. 

Mr. Colam, on behalf of the Society for the Prevention 
of Cruelty to Animals, showed cause and submitted that 
the conviction was good. A somewhat similar point had 
been raised in “ Reg. v. Totnes Justices ” (Zhe Times for 
May 9, 1879), and decided in favour of the view he was 
submitting. Further, in a number of cases—“ Murphy 
v. Manning” (2 Ex.D., 307); “Lewis v. Fermor” (18 
Q.B.D., 532); and “ Ford v. Wiley” (23 Q.B.D., 203)— 
cruelty to a number of animals was alleged in one sum- 
mons, but in none of these cases was the point suggested 
that the summons was bad on that account. It was 
also material to observe, as supporting his view, that 
section 29 of the Cruelty to Animals Act, 1849, ‘ter alia, 
provided that “ words denoting the singular number are 
to be understood to apply also to a plurality of persons, 
animals, or things.” 

The Lord Chief Justice: We have referred to the 
papers in the case of “ Reg. v. Totnes Justices,” and it is 
clearly an authority in your favour. 

Mr. Scholefield, in support of the rule, submitted that 
the conviction stated five separate offences and was 
therefore bad. In “ Milnes v. Bale” (L.R., 10 C.P., 591) 
—a case relating to bribery under the Corrupt Practices 
(Municipal Elections) Act, 1872—Mr. Justice Brett said 
(at_p. 594):—“The section enumerates various acts 
which shall amount to bribery. Any person doing any 
one of these actsis guilty of the complete offence, and it 
appears to me that any one who does two or more of 
such acts is guilty of two or more separate acts of 
bribery and offences against the statute. I think these 
different acts are so far distinct and separate offences in 
kind, that to prove a person guilty of any one of them 
evidence could not be given of the doing of any other 
of them.” Applying that to the present case, a separate 
offence was committed in respect of each heifer, and the 
statute imposed a separate penalty in respect of each. 
The case of “Hx parte Beal” LR, 3 Q.B., 387) also 
supported his view. “Reg. v. Totnes Justices ” seemed 
really to turn on the question whether the words of sec- 
tion 2 of the Cruelty to Animals Act, 1849, created 
our distinct offences, and the Court said it did not. | 

The Lord Chief Justice, in giving judgment, said 
that when the rule was moved he took the same view as 


convicted, but some. of his brothers then 
g € question worthy of discussion, and he was 
glad that the matter had been discussed. The section 
under which the information was laid—section 2 of the 
Cruelty to Animals Act, 1849, enacted that “ if any per- 
son shall . . . cruelly beat, ill-treat, over-drive, abuse 
or torture, or cause or procure to be cruelly beaten, ill- 
treated, over-driven, abused or tortured, any animal 
every such offender shall for every such offence forfeit 
and pay a penalty not exceeding £5.” It was not 
immaterial to observe that in the Act, which was 
pa in 1849, and, therefore, long before the general 
nterpretation Act, a clause was inserted providing 
that words denoting the singular number were to be 
understood to applyalso toa plurality of persons, animals, 
or things, and it might well be that it was con- 
sidered necessary to have power to deal with the case of 
cruelty to a number of animals. It would, indeed, be a 
very vexatious view of the law if it were held to be 
necessary that a summons must be taken out in regard 
toeach individual animal alleged to have been illtreated, 
and it might put the prosecution in some difliculty as 
to proof. He had no doubt, however, that separate 
summonses might be taken out in respect of each animal, 
In the case before them the conviction was for cruelty 
to five cows by causing the same to be overstocked. 
The case of “ Reg. v. Totnes Justices” was a distinct 
authority against the rule. That was a case in which a 
summons was taken out for cruelty to two heifers. Ob- 
jection was taken before the justices that the summon. 
charged two offences; the justices upheld the objection 
They offered to issue summonses in respect of each 
separate heifer, but that offer could not be accepted be- 
cause the time had gone by. If the objection taken had 
been substantial the Court must have given etfect to it, 
but they sent the case back to the justices to be heard 
and determined, so that no question of evidence arose 
there. In that case the decision was that the informa- 
tion was not bad because it charged cruelty to two 
heifers ; it was therefore a distinct authority against 
Mr. Scholefield’s argument. It was further to be cb- 
served that it had been the practice for a long series of 
years to do what had been done in the present case, and 
if the objection had been a good one it must have been 
dealt with before. In “ Murphy». Manning” there was 
a summons for cruelly illtreating three cocks ; in “ Lews 
v. Fermor” the summons was for cruelty to five sows ; 
and in “Ford ». Wiley” for cruelly illtreating on one 
day 16 oxen and on another day 16 other oxen. It was 
quite true that this point was not raised, but it was very 
curious if it was allowed to be passed over in all these 
cases. By the implied and express authority of this 
Court, therefore, the point taken by Mr. Scholetield 
failed, and the rule must be discharged. 
Mr. Justice Darling agreed, although he thought there 
was a great deal in Mr. Scholetield’s argument, and had 
the question arisen for the first time he should have had 
some difficulty in deciding against that contention, The 
matter was, however, concluded by the authority of 
the case of “ Reg. v. Totnes Justices 
Mr. Justice Bray was of the same opinion, and only 
desired to say that he should have come to the same 
conclusion if there had been no authority upon the 
point.—Zhe Times 


Supposed Anthrax: Man's Death. 


A supposed outbreak of anthrax and its fatal results 
at Llysiog Farm, Cwmtaf, in the occupation of Mr. D.'T. 
Jones, is under investigation hy the Iireconshire police 
and county authorities, and it has been determined to 
place the farm uncer the Anthrax Order. On March 
i3th a cow was taken ill on Llysiog Farm, and the 
following day was slaughtered by John Davies, Pentwyn 


he now took of the section under which the applicant for 
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days afterwards two horses died, and subsequently two 
dogs, which were supposed to have eaten parts of the 
dead horses which were opened in a field, succumbed. 

On Friday Superintendent T. Flye, of tke Brecon- 
shire Constabulary, and Mr. A. J. Cattell, veterinary 
inspector for Breconshire, visited the farm, which is 
located about six miles from Merthyr, but as the cow and 
the horses had, as it is alleged, been sold to persons at 
Merthyr and conveyed off the premises, and as the dogs 
had for some time been buried, there was only the re- 
mains of a pig in salt left by which to trace the disease. 

Davies, who was interred On Saturday last at Llywell, 
was seen before his death by Dr. Biddle, of Merthyr, 
and the police are now in communication with Dr. 
Biddle as to the cause of death, which is believed to be 
blood-poisoning. The police are endeavouring to trace 
the remains of the cow and the horses at Merthyr. 

Mr. A. J. Cattell, veterinary inspector for Breconshire, 
seen by our Brecon representative to-day, states that 
when he visited the farm on Friday he examined all the 
stock and went into the history of the case, and from 
what he could gather from the occupier of the farm the 
origin of the whole thing seemed to be due to anthrax, 
although there was no positive proof, the length of time 
which ‘had elapsed and the circumstances which had 
intervened precluding the possibility of making any 
special diagnosis. Gathering from the occupier that a 
pig had been slaughtered about the time of the supposed 
outbreak, and which was now in salt, Mr. Cattell ex- 
amined the portions of the carcase in salt, and his sus- 
picions being aroused he took a part of the pig and 
subsequently forwarded it to Sir J # on M‘Fadyean, Lon- 
don, for a special testing.—South Wales Echo. 


lecture to the Bench on sidebones, and illustrated it 
with specimens of bones, normal and abnormal. | 

Wm. Mayo said he had been 18 months with Mr. 
Poole. He had for several years been in the Mountain 
Artillery. On the niorning in question he was asked 
by the lime-burner to get a load of coke. If he had 
not been asked to get the coke he would have worked 
the mare on the fields. The mare was not lame. Com- 
ing back from the gas works the mare caught her foot on 
the tram setts and stumbled. She went lame then, and 
about a hundred yards from home the constable stopped 
him.—Cross-examined : He told the constable she had 
sidebone, and that she stumbled on the tram lines and 
went lame. The mare was all right when he took 
her out. 

George Thomas Poole said he had 19 horses. The 
mare had sidebones when he bought her, and had side- 
bones now. The mare was engaged in rolling on the 
land, and he did not see her that morning until he saw 
Mayo bringing back the load of coke. 

Edward Sayer, veterinary surgeon, said it was quite 
an exception for sidebone to cause lameness. The mare 
was lame from ringbone, and for that reason he advised 
Mr. Poole to keep her on the land. 

When Inspector Barrack proceeded to cross-examine, 
Mr. Sayer refused to answer, remarking to the Bench, 
“ He is not an expert, and unless they produce a yuali- 
fied man I shall refuse to answer any questions.” 

The Bench, however, advised him to; and a learned 
veterinary argument ensued. 

The Bench dismissed the case against Mr. Poole, but 
Mayo, who had taken the horse out against orders, was 
fined 10s. 


Cruelty Case at Newport. 
INSPECTOR CROSS-EXAMINES V.S. 


George T. Poole, of Malpas Road, was summoned at 
Newport for causing a horse to be cruelly ill-treated, 
and William Mayo, Allt-yr-Yn, was summoned for 
cruelly ill-treating a horse.—Inspector John Barrack, 
of the N.S.P.C.A., prosecuted, and Mr. Lyndon Cooper 
defended. 

P.C. Faulkes said that at 8.15 on Saturday, the 21st 
March, he saw Mayo driving a black mare attached to 
acart of coke. He saw that the mare was very lame. 
Witness said to Mayo, “ The horse is very lame this 
morning. What is the matter with it?” “It has got 
sidebone and corns,” replied Mayo. “The off fore foot 
seems to be swollen,” said witness. “ Yes,” replied 
Mayo. “In fact she’s lame on both feet.” Mr. Sayer, 
veterinary surgeon, had, he said, seen the horse the 

revious week and had said that there was no cure for 

er. Lateron he saw Mr. Poole, the owner. Witness 
said to him, “The horse is going very lame.” “ Yes,” 
he replied, “It’s an old trick of hers to throw that right 
foot out.” He afterwards saw the mare in the stable, 
and she was lifting her foot from the ground so as to 
ease it. The foot was hot and inflamed. The swelling 
was probably the sidebone. He was not aware that a 
great many horses were lame from sidebone without 
suffering pain. 

Inspector Barrack said he saw the mare on Tuesday, 
the 3rd April. It was running in a field, and was very 
lame. It was an aged mare in good condition, but was 
lame from sidebone. It was in pain, and quite unfit 
for any road work.—Cross-examined: The mare was 
better on the land than on the road. He did not ask to 
see the mare walk on theroad. He told Mr. Poole that 
he had had a man fined 40s. and costs at Cardiff for a 
case not so bad. There was no such thing as “ mechani- 
cal lameness,” but there might be an “ irregularity in 
gait.’ 

Inspector Barrack then gave an interesting little 


Butchers and Diseased Animals.—Veterinary 
Inspector's Difficulty. 


A case of great public interest was discussed at a meet- 
ing of the Hull Corporation Sanitary Committee, held 
on Friday, 27th April, showing the need for legislation 
in order to safeguard the public from diseased meat. 

Dr. J. Wright Mason, the Medical Officer of Health, 
read a report, which stated that the Chief Inspector of 
Food (Mr. J. McPhail), on the 18th April, observed a 
white cow, among others, being driven into a slaughter 
house, the animal being evidently diseased. On examin- 
ing the cow he found it to be badly affected with 
tuberculosis. The owner stated that he had paid 59s. 
for the animal, and intended to send it to a field to graze. 
The inspector subsequently ascertained that the animal 
was the joint property of two butchers. 

Mr. Gould : Did it come from any market ? 

‘Mr. McPhail : Yes ; it came from Beverley market. I 
would have seized it without any hesitation, but he 
said he was going to turn it out to grass. That, of course, 
took the matter out of my hands. 

Dr. Holder: What about the milk ? 

Mr. McPhail : She was dry. 

Dr. Holder remarked upon the gravity of such a case, 
and the urgent need for a public abattoir, where meat 
could be thoroughly inspected. 

Mr. McPhail, replying to another member of the Con- 
mittee, who asked whether nothing could be done, %4! 
the cow had been sent away, he was informed, into @ 
field near Hull. If a man found in possession of su¢ 
an animal just said he was not going to kill it for food, 
that was enough. He, as their inspector, could «° 
nothing under the present law. ed 

Dr. Holder thought the present law should be amend 
He moved that all the facts of this case be laid be +04 
the Board of Agriculture, and that they should pelt 
vut the need of some legal process, or some powe?; ¥ m1 
would enable the inspector to follow these diseased @ 
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mals, keep them under observation, and prevent further 
mischiet. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr. Raine seconded the motion. 

Dr. Lilley said he had no doubt that the cow was 
brought to the slaughter-house for slaughter, and he 
thought that Mr. McPhail had been a bit too premature. 
If he had only waited until it had been dressed he could 
have seized it. 

Dr. Holder did not agree with this. No end of such 
animals could be killed without the Committee know- 
ing anything about them. They onght to know where 
the cow had gone to. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr. Gould said there could be no doubt that, before 
Mr. McPhail came, the same thing was going on in the 
Hull market. Now their inspector had stopped it, these 
cnimals were sent somewhere else. He would like to 
know if there had been many from Beverley ? 

Mr. McPhail: Not lately. The last was a sheep, 
which had been sold for 3s. 

The Chairman (Alderman Cohen) said the fact of the 
cow being driven into the slaughter-house showed that 
it was intended to be killed for food. (Hear, hear.) Their 
inspector had saved it from being suld to the people. 

Dr. Holder questioned whether it was saved from some 
other town. 

Dr. Lilley: Yes ; it will soon be on the road for some 
other place. 

— resolution was carried unanimously.— Yorkshire 
ost. 


Butter Adulteration. 


The Select Committee of the House of Commons 
which has been appointed to consider the question of 
further legislation in order to secure the better conduct 
and control of the trade in butter and butter substitutes 
heard evidence from Mr. E. G. Haygarth Brown, super- 
intending inspector of the Board of Agriculture. 

_Mr. Haygarth Brown, in answer to Sir E. Strachey, 
caairman of the committee, gave evidence bearing on 
the extent to which butter adulteration is carried on, 
and said there was no doubt that a large quantity of 
water-logged, milk-blended, and otherwise adulterated 
butter was being manufactured now for the purpose of 


t being sold fraudulently. Recently a profession of 


adulteration had sprung up. There were three firms now 
engaged in teaching people how to add foreign fat to 
butter. There were others who offered to furnish dairy 
—_ with the formule of how to adulterate butter 
without being detected, to provide them with adulter- 
ants,and also the machinery necessary for mixing the 
adulterants with butter. There were several makers of 
machinery for adding moisture to butter, and they cireu- 
larised butter makers and endeavoured to get them to use 
their machinery. Those who engaged in this fraudulent 
manufacture took pains to find out those local authori- 
ties which were active in enforcing the present law and 
awoided sending adulterated butter to those places. It 
Was understood that there were public analysts who did 
uot feel themselves in a position to certify to adultera- 
tion because it was ental out ina scientific manner and 
in accordance with the formule of the firms which under- 
took to educate people in the art of adulteration. He 
Suggested that the best way of dealing with this public 
mischief would be to take the power of entry into all 
vlaces where butter was made or manipulated in any 
“ay, with a power to take samples in the same way as 
iecte card now had power to take samples in margarine 
ni res. All butter manufactories should be registered, 
sho eset further be provided that in such places they 
me not be allowed to take in fat or oils or other sub- 
“aices suitable for the adulteration of butter. 
’ answer to other questions, the witness said he had 
of Dutch firms taking dry butter over to Holland, 


mixing it with margarine, and re-im»orting it to this 
country under the name of pure Dutch butter. He would 
not say that all milk-blending should be stopped ; he 
would, however, stop the sale of any butter en up in 
a factory which contained more than 16 per cent. of 
moisture. The Board of Agriculture knew what was 
going on, but were quite powerless to stop it. Ninety 
ver cent. of the cases of adulteration would not come to 
ight under the existing law. 

Professor T. E. Thorpe, of the Government labora- 
tories, gave evidence, after which the committee ad- 
journed. 


Contaminated Milk. 


Some further samples of milk supplied to the City 
have recently been collected by the medical officer of 
health and submitted to Dr. Klein, F.RS., of St. 
Bartholomew’s Hospital, for bacteriological examination. 
There were 25 samples in all, and they came from 13 
counties in England. Of these samples 20 were clean 
and pure, two were tuberculous, and three unsatisfac- 
tory. The tuberculous samples came from Suffolk and 
Warwickshire. Inquiries showed that practically no 
care or attention was paid to the health of the cows fur- 
nishing the milk supply. There was no system of in- 
spection ; and the dairy companies—states Mr. Colling- 
ridge--are quite content to take supplies from any farm 
without supervising the farmer, who is either entirely 
ignorant or preferably silent, knowing that no punish- 
ment could reach him for supplying a dangerous article. 
The unclean samples came trom Staffordshire, Wilts, 
and Dorset. The medical oflicer’s report says the “re- 
sults are further proof (if such is needed) of the utterly 
reckless and carless way in which most of the milk trade 
is carried on. There is no real inspection of the majority 
of the farms, and no satisfactory supervision of most of 
the cows. If by chance, by such examination as de- 
scribed, tuberculous animals are found, they are at once 
got rid of—i.e., they are removed from the farm, either 
to be used on another for the same purpose, or to be 
slaughtered for food. Bearing in mind the fact that 
milk forms the staplfood of infants and invalids, that 
the birth rate is steadily falling, and that the rate of 
infantile mortality is as high as it was 25 years ago, it 
must clearly be the duty of the Legislature to devise 
some practical means of dealing with this grave souree 
of danger.” nae 


Inspection of Imported Meat. 


Dr. Collingridge, the City Medical Officer of Health, 
has reported that the marking and inspection of meat 
adopted by the Netherlands and Danish Governments 
have proved of much service in preventing unsound and 
diseased meat being imported into this country. The 
Belgian Government was now being coumunicated 
with in order that they might adopt the same system. 
The arrangement was of much advantage in facilitating 
the inspection of meat at the Central Markets. A large 
quantity of pork was imported from the United States, 
some of which bore a label stating that it had been in- 
spected by the Bureau of Animal Industry. As recently 
some pork from America was seized on account ol 
disease, it was most important that the authorities 
should be fully informed as to the system of inspection 
there and its actual value, more especially as regards its 
conformity or otherwise with the recommendations of 
the Royal Commission on Tuberculosis. The United 
States Government would be asked to furnish informa- 
tion on these points. A further question which re- 
quired immediate investigation was the importation of 
“box” or boneless meat. Tt was practically impossible 


to detect disease when all evidences of it had been re- 
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moved in the process of boning, and any inspection with 
that object was perfectly useless. The flesh was pressed 
into boxes and frozen into a hard mass, in which condi- 
tion is usually remained until sold. Although a large 
quantity was sent to London, the greater part found a 


market in the northern towns. The medical officer there- | 


fore recommended that the attention of the Local 
Government Board should be called to the facts and 
some definite understanding arrived at as to the course 
to be adopted. 


The Consumption of Foreign Meat in 
Edinburgh. 


The sixth of a series of popular lectures under the 
auspices of the Edinburgh Sanitary Society was de- 
livered a few days ago by Mr. James Henderson, 
M.R.C.V.S., one of the City Veterinary Inspectors. 
Councillor Macpherson, who presided, referred to the 
recent increase in the consumption of frozen meat from 
abroad, of which Edinburgh was consuming six to seven 
tons per week. The boneless meat imported in bags and 
boxes was being sold at prices ranging from 23d to 4d 

r lb. The meat was difficult to inspect in this country 
for signs of disease, and it was unsatisfactory to learn 
that, though it was supposed to undergo examination 
before being exported, a committee of inquiry in the 
United States had revealed the fact that the veterinary 
inspectors there were subject to corruption, and that the 
inspection was only a pretence. Mr. Henderson, in the 
course of his lecture, described the various diseases to 
which animals were subject, and explained by means of 


lantern slides the nature of the parasites and_bacteri 
that caused these diseases. The tapeworm was comm 
in animals in Shetland, probably due to bad water, an 
it was curious to learn that most of the cases of live 
cyst in the human being treated at the Royal [ntirmay 
came from Shetland. Anthrax was often brought tj 
this country in oats coming from ihe Continent, as wel 
as in hides and wool. The disease in cattle popular 
known as “ wooden tongne” was probably introduci 
through the food, and the same disease might be repr 
duced in man by chewing straw—a habit against whic) 
the lecturer warned his audience. Mr. Henderson wa 
accorded a vote of thanks.—V.B.A. 


The Etiology of Cancer. 


Dr. Rost. B. Greaves (Sheffield) writes: It has re 
atedly occurred to me that the cause of cancer, i 
east of the alimentary tract, may not unreasonably le 
looked for in the “ tread” of an egg. Considering tle 
great number of raw eggs swallowed it is not difficult 


conceive of the tread being rapidly conveyed from th 


stomach and small intestines to the large bowel w- 
injured and there coming iuto contact with an abradel 
surface in the intestinal mucous membrane find a suit- 
able nidus for the proliferation of the cells of the blasto- 
derm. The multiplication and development of the cels 
would, of course, be very modified growing under suc! 
abnormal conditions as to environment and nonrisi- 
ment, hence could be understood the malignant effect. 
In any case, “all flesh is not the same flesh.”—/.Il./ 


Foot- Glanders | Rabies. |. 
Anthrax. | and-Mouth | (including Cases Swine Fever. 
Period. Disease. Farcy) Confirmed. | Scab. 
Out- | Ani- | Out- | Ani- | Out- | Ani- Out-]| Out- — Slaugl- 
mals. |breaks} mals. mals. | Other breaks breaks. tered’ 
Gr.BRITAIN. Week ended Apr. 28 } 20 47) 
1905... 26 32 20 29 16 23 
Corresponding week in ; 1904 ..] 24 31 31 42 1l 22 Li 
Total for 17 weeks, 1906 .. ..| 333 | 504 361 677 268] 361 1908 
1905 .. | 361 517 392 | 719 605 222 po 
di iod in {1904 .. | 338 460 488 907 998 426 2425 
1903 .. | 269 417 413 715 1087 464 2185 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, May lst, 1906. 
IRELAND. Week ended April 21 
1905 ee ee ee ee . 
ding Week in {1904 ..] .. | Jw | 
1908 .. .. 8 2 | 
233 
Total for 16 weeks, 1906 3 2 2 [ 125 | 13 
1905 .. 2 2 9 | 2] .. | .. | 205 | 


Epizootic Lymphangitis; Week ending Jan. 27, 1906, 1 case. 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, (Castle Street), Dublin, April 26, 1906. 


Norg.—The figures for the Current Year are approximate only. 
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Anthrax. 


An advance proof of an article to appear in the forth- 
coming “ Board of Trade Labour Gazette,” dealing with 
the “Diseases of occupations in 1905” summarises in 


jtabular form the comparative statistics of anthrax, lead, 


and other forms of industrial poisoning for the past five 
years. Lead poisoning, though it has declined year by 
year since 1901 is still the most frequently reported of 
diseases contracted in factories and workshops — the 
mean of five years working out at 659 cases, with 23 
deaths. Other forms of poisoning yield a mean of 16 
cases yearly with one death. The suthoa record gives :— 


Mean of 5 years, Cases 47 Deaths 12 
In 1901 39 10 
1902 38 9 

1903 47 12 

1904 50 10 

1905 59 18 


The more detailed classification of cases according to 
the nature of the occupation in which the disease was 


@ contracted is as follows :— 


1901 02 03 04 05 
Woolsorting 3 3 5 2 4 
Wooleombing 3 9 15 10 30 
Handling horsehair 9 10 7 12 7 
Handling Hides & Skins 
(tanners &fellmongers) 20 ll 12 18 17 
Other industries 4 5 8 8 1 


The figures for 1905 are compiled from the monthly 
tables of the “Gazette,” the others from the annual 
reports of the Chief Inspector of Factories. It may be 
added that in a second article dealing with industrial 
accidents in the same period, textile factory operatives 
are at the bottom of the list, with an inappreciable 
rate of 0°72 per 10,000, as against a mean annual rate 
lor all occupations of 6.56 per 10,000.—T'he Yorkshire 
Daily Observer. 


A PARLIAMENTARY QUESTION. 
Lay INspecTors AT THE BoaRD OF AGRICULTURE. 


On 9th April Mr. Alex. Cross, M.P., forwarded a 
letter requesting a reply to the following questions, from 
the Board of Agriculture, viz. :—“ Were two new lay 
inspectors appointed on the 2nd April ? if so what were 
their previous occupations, their qualifications, their 
wlaries, how they came to be appointed, i.e. at whose 
‘iggestion Or nomination ? aud, finally, why veterinary 
Surgeons were not chosen if they could be got at the 
same salaries ? 

On 23rd April the following reply was sent :— 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 
4, Whitehall Place, S.W. 
23rd April, 1906. 
Dear Mr. Cross, 
think that the memorandum and statement which I 
‘ent you on the 3rd instant supplies all the information 
or which you have asked except that as to the previous 
thuPations of the lay inspectors. Any statement on 
's pot would be very misleading and inadeqnate as 
‘o their qualifications for the duties with which they 
nt shared, and on this account I am not prepared to 
e Tem 


. rary Assistant Inspectors undergo a proba- 
‘onary period of two years, at the end of which they 
we “ke to submitted themselves for examination 
=. € Civil Service Commissioners, and they are not re- 
: ined In the service of the Board unless they satisfy the 
iiutements of the Commissioners. Asa result of these 
ion Bements, all the Inspectors have had actual exper- 

*e of the duties upon which they are engaged for 


periods varying from 4 to 15 years, in addition to hav- 
ing passed a qualifying examination in the Acts, ete., 
with which they deal.—Yours faithfully, 


Epwarp Srracuey. 
Alexander Cross, Esq., M.P. ' 


Note.—It will be observed that in this letter the Board 
of Agriculture flatly refuses to give the qualifications of 
the lay inspectors. They have played with and evaded 
this question on previous occasions, except once when in 
reply to the Member for College Division of Glasgow, 
they stated that nearly all, if not all, of the lay inspec- 
tors had a previous knowledge of agriculture. The rest 
of the letter deals with anything except the questions 
asked.—N.B. 


EARLY HORSES AND HORSEMEN. 
By Anprew Lana. 


When a man has travelled to the uttermost parts of 
the North for salmon fishing he is sure to be weleomed 
by a blazing sun, a high east wind, several degrees of 
frost, and a shrunken, steely river. As to fish is only to 
be disappointed, one is driven to improve one’s mind. A 
noble chance to attain that end is offered by Mr. Ridge- 
way’s “Origin of the Thoroughbred Horse,” a very 
learned and interesting work. Certain questions about 
the early horse and his human employers have puzzled 
me ever since I read a child’s history of England. Why 
did the early Britons drive in chariots in battle instead 
of riding? Indeed, why did so many people, much more 
civilised than the ancient Britons, use Chariotry in place 
of Cavalry? The ancient Irish certainly did so, like 
the dwellers in Palestine, “ when Israel cam’ hame to his 
ain countrie,” supposed by the Canaanites to be their 
“ain countrie.” The Canaanites had chariots of iron, 
and the Israelites, having none, got the worse of the 
fighting in the plains. Homer’s people always fight from 
chariots, except when they dismount. So did the 
Egyptians, and their enemies, the Khita, though Mr. 
Ridgeway mentions an Egyptian picture in which they 
ride in their flight from a victorious Egyptian king. 
From one passage in the “ Iliad,” said to be a late addi- 
tion (Book X.), it seems that, when horse-robbing, 
Homer’s men could ride, if no chariot was obtainable, 
but they always used chariots in war. 

All this is very odd. Nature suggests getting astride 
ona horse, and people had to be very civilised before 
they could construct a light chariot, wheels and all. 
Again, more practice and skill are needed for the 
management of such a chariot than for riding. A war- 
chariot was like a hansom cab, if all of the cab were re- 
moved above the floor and splashboard. ‘T'wo men stood 
on the floor, one to drive, one to throw spears or shoot 
with the bow. It must have been hard to maintain their 
equilibrium, especially as they were not driving on 
wooden pavements, far indeed from that! The plain of 
Troy must have been broken by bumpy places and 
ravines, but that is a trifle. Think of a Highland moor, 
all boulders, bogs, deep heather, and hummocks. How 
could regiments of charioteers drive up and down on 
that surface—how could the warrior keep standing on 
his narrow perch and shoot straight or throw his spears 
with any accuracy? One cannot Imagine how it was 
done ; purls must have befallen mien every momert, yet 
done it was. Tacitus says so on the evidence of Agri- 
cola, who was present ; never having been on the moors, 


Tacitus did not know how difficult it was. Even in 
Southern Britain it cannot have been easy, but_in boggy 
Ireland and at the foot of the Grampians the difficulties 
seem overwhelming. Even Cavalry, to-day, would be 


unable to charge over the moor ol h. R 
Then, why did not men ride! The late Dr. ps 
thinking of Homer's men, invented an, explanation 


which seems to be a failure. As the ‘ iliad” tells ns, 
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and as the art of Mycenz proves, the warriors of Homer 
and their predecessors wore enormous shields, reaching 
from chin to ankle. As if they rode they obviously 
could not wear these shields at back or front, and as 
they were heavy to walk under, men used chariots to 
carry them from point to point of the field. But the 
Egyptians and their Asiatic enemies drove and did not 
ride, though they used small, light shields, while heroes 
in Homer who have no chariots wear the enormous 
shield, and have no difficulty in moving about. The 
explanation, therefore, does not explain why men drove 
in a of riding. 

r. Ridgeway has quite a different explanation. 
Herodotus mentions a driving tribe, north of the 
Danube. They did not ride, because they had only 
small ponies, “incapable of carrying men, but which, 
when yoked under a chariot, were very swift.” They 
must have been also very strong if they could carry two 
burly, armed fighters 8 in a chariot over rough 
country. The Egyptian horses, to judge by the pictures, 
were tallenough, but perhaps the Egyptians got into the 
way of using war chariots when they had only ponies, 
and kept to it. Often their Libyan horses were quite 
fit for the purposes of Cavalry. 

The heroes of Homer are extremely fond of horses and 
of horse-breeding, and have a sporting story as to how a 
Trojan surreptitiously improved the breed, obviously by 
a foreign admixture of blood. There is a picture on a 
vase found in Cyprus where the horses in the chariot 
are extremely tall. Probably this picture was done about 
Homer’s own time, for the men in the chariot, as far as 
one can make out the artist’s meaning, are wearing the 
‘monstrous shield with which Homer himself was 
familiar. Mr. Ridgeway thinks that about 1000 B.c. the 

_vase-painter was familiar with the tall Libyan horse, 
which must have improved the small European breed. 
But we may take it, [ suspect, that Homer knew good 
tall horses. If so his heroes, in a conservative way, 


The Irish Hobby is credited with Spanish blood, fro, 
horses landed out of vessels of the Armada, or bought 
from England, or straight from Spain, “in Tudor times’ 
perhaps at the time of the abominable massacre ( 
Smerwick. Mr. Ridgeway, following Walker’s “ History 
of the Hebrides” (1808), says that the Spanish blooj 
was introduced direct from Spain by the Chief of Clap. 
ranald, killed at the Battle of ‘Sheriffmuir in 17); 
What had Clanranald been doinginto Spain? The year 
1808 is late for evidence of about 1715. Burt, the 
author of “ Letters from the North,” wrote, at Invernes, 
about 1730-1737. He says nothing of Clanranald, hy 
mentions a Highland tradition that the Spaniards, at » 
unnamed date, introduced a breed of horses. If Chay: 
ranald did so, about 1715, the Highlanders, in twenty 
years, would not have forgotten the fact and 1elied 
vague tradition, perhaps of Tudor times. It seems that 
Libya is the centre of swift bay horses, which wer 
valued by the Trojans and by King Solomon. [| 
Libyan blood reached Iceland, as appears probable, i 
has degenerated a good deal in the common Iceland 
pony. The horse originally came from America, and, 
referring the Old World, ceased to stay in the New, 

hether he emigrated in a vast number, leaving 
horses behind, or whether some unimaginable cause ex: 
tirpated such American horses as remained at home, is 
uncertain, but, luckily for Cortes and Pizarro, they 
found no horses, and therefore no Cavalry, to oppox 
their conquest. The absence of the horse gave America 
to Europeans.— Morning Post. 


The Poisonous Java Bean. 


Professor Scott-Elliott, of Newton, in an address totle 
members of Dumfriesshire and Galloway Natural His 
tory Society, of which he is President, with regard to 
the Java bean, warned farmers and others using mei 


made from Java beans of the risk they incurred in 
doing. The address was suggested by the recent poisor: 
ing of 26 valuable cows at a Sanquhar farm by weil 
which had been manufactured from the Java bean. Tle 
use of the wild beans, the Professor stated, was foolhard} 
in the extreme. In the semi-cultivated state they fur 
nished prussic acid when crushed and moistened witl 
water. The amount of prussic acid varied from ‘O9anl 
‘08 percent. in purple and dark brown seeds to ‘04 1! 
the light brown. With the knowledge we now posses 
there was absolutely no excuse and no extenuating (lr 
cumstances to anybody who would now employ the Javi 
bean. He had written to the Imperial Institute regan 
ing the matter, and Professor Dunston replied that it 
safer to avoid the use of the coloured Burmali beans# 
a feeding stuff altogether. The exporters of Java beats 
appeared to be aware of the dangerous nature of the 
beans, and importers in this country had been told ly 
their Java correspondents that the beans could lé 
rendered innocuous by boiling. It was, howevel 
doubtful if this precaution was of any real value Whe! 
the beans were boiled for a long time the ferment '* 
rendered inactive, but the glucoside appeared to remal! 
intact. Snch boiled Java beans did not, therefore, whe’ 
ground and moistened, spontaneously liberate pres" 
acid, but it was impossible to say that the glncositt 


must have kept up the use of Chariotry after they had 
acquired horses perfectly fit for Cavalry purposes. The 
War office is never fond of hasty innovations, and there 
was slowness in sporting circles ; no race for riders at 
‘the Olympic meeting till 648 B.c.! This is the more 
strange as common travelling circusses, with men stand- 
ing up on horses and leaping from one horse’s back to 
another’s, were familiar to Homer. Men who could do 
such feats must have been accomplished riders, though 
they used chariots for war and for travel. 

The usual colour of horses in Homer is “ Xanthos.” 
the same name as is given to yellow-haired fair men. 
Mr. Ridgeway takes it to mean, as applied to horses, a 

ellowish dun, though something brighter seems to be 
indicated. In the “Hiad” some white Thracian horses 
are stolen and are much admired, both by Greeks and 
Trojans. They are “whiter than snow and as swift as 
the winds.” “They are like rays of the sun,” says old 
Nestor, himself a great horse breeder. “ Never yet saw 
I such horses, nor dreamed of such” Mr. Ridgeway 
thinks that these white horses were then unknown in 
Greece or Asia, and were bred at the head of the 
‘Adriatic by the Veneti, who have left their name in 
Venice. If they were “thickset and short,” as we learn 
at a later date, how could they be is swift as the winds ? 
It does not seem so certain that they were white, if the 


evidence is only that, much later, in that region white | would not be decomposed with the liberation of PS Hi The 

horses were sacrificed to the hero Diomede. I find | acid by the gastric juice in the stomachs of the al HM go. 

another author quoting two Elian heroes as driving| when the boiled beans were eaten. It was also po ‘ea 

white horses in the “Iliad.” If this be correct, as| ble thata ferment similar to that existing naturally" — 

Nestor lived in Elis, white horses could be no novelties | Java beans might also exist in other fodders or fe " 

to him.’ stuffs which might be given to the animals along = V 
The regular native Celtic pony is a very small animal, | the boiled beans. If a fodder containing such a fern TL 

and cannot have whirled a war chariot over a moor at | Were used in conjunction with boiled Java beans ! be 

the pace of the winds. A modern novelist amusingly |the latter would be ee as dangerous as belore, —e , Mh 

makes Lochiel enter Edinburgh, in 1745, “at the head |added ferment would decompose the glucoside 0" early 


of five hundred picked horsemen” of the Camerons, 


who, in lack of anything bigger than garrons—underfed | Z’rades Journal. 


little creatures—had no horsemen. | 


boiled beans, liberating the prussic acid.--7/¢ Meat 
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SIR JOHN M‘FADYEAN TESTIMONIAL. 


Subscriptions received since last acknowledgment: 


Mr. J. G. Parr 21/-| Mr. A. Rogerson 21/- 

J. M‘Gavin 10/6 W. H. Chase 21/- 
Capt. J. M. Tate 21/-) Lieut. W. A. Jelbart 21/- 
Lieut. E. C. Russell 20/-| Mr. Jas. Macarthur 21/- 


, H.E. Gibbs 21/- 
Col. Chas. Steel 20/- 
Mr. J. D. Rankin 10/6 

J. A. Connell 10/6 

W. V. Tuson 21/- 


Geo. Howe 10/6 
W. J. Mulvey 21/- 
H. L. Roberts 10/- 
J. Alex. Todd 10/6 
F.H. Gibbings —211/- 


J. G. Rutherford W. Packman 21/- 
(Canada) 21/- J. Bee 21/- 
R. H. Woodcock 10/6 Jas. Morton 21/- 


It has been resolved by the Executive Committee 
to close the subscription list on May 7th, except to 
residents abroad, whose subscriptions will be re- 
ceived up to June Ist, 1906. If possible the pre- 
sentation will be made on the day of the Annual 
General Meeting (June 6th.) 

The form of the testimonial will be settled at a 
general meeting of the subscribers, to be held at 10 
Red Lion Square, on Tuesday, May 15th, at 3 p-m. 

Gentlemen who cannot attend are invited to offer 
suggestions as to the form they would prefer. 

Yours truly, 
Huntinea, Hon. Sec. 

16 Trafalgar Square, Chelsea, S.W. 


The Hon. Stephen Coleridge Fined. 


The Hon. Stephen Coleridge, of Egerton Mansions, 
Brompton Road, appeared to answer an adjourned sum- 
mons, at Marlborough Street Police Court, on Tuesday, 
April 24, for having, on March 10, in Hyde Park, driven 
his motor-car at a greater speed than ten miles an hour. 
Mr. Coleridge pleaded not guilty. Sergeant Filee in his 
evidence said over a measured distance defendant’s car 
exceeded a speed of nineteen miles an hour. He was 
me and when told the speed he had been travelling 
said, “It is absolutely incredible.” Cross-examined, the 
witness said that Mr. Coleridge was not driving to en- 

nger or inconvenience anyone. Mr. Charles Stewart, 
of Hoddesdon, said he was in the car and did not think 
the speed was anything like that stated. The pace 
seemed slow, and Mr. Coleridge was a careful driver. 
Mr. Coleridge stated that he was prepared to plead 
guilty to over ten miles if the police withdrew their 
assertion of nineteen miles an hour. He thought it 
courteous to attend, and wished to test what he thought 
Was an extravagant estimate of speed. Mr. Denman 
observed the only question was whether the speed of ten 
wiles an hour was exceeded, and that was admitted, but 
itappeared not to be a danger to anybody. The fine 
Would be 20s. and 2s. costs. Mr. Coleridge asked that 
hislicense should not be endorsed, and mentioned that 

€ had persuaded the Farnham magistrates not to do 
i Mr. Denman said that would be under another Act. 
n this case he had no option but to endorse the license. 
th question had been often raised before and had been 
roughly thrashed out.—Daily Telegraph. 


OBITUARY. 


Lewis, M.R.C.V.S., Barnet, Herts. 
M a Graduated, Lond: April, 1873. 
r. Lewis died on April 21st at the comparatively 


_| nary practice is not worth having. 


GrorcE Morean, F.R.C.VS., Liverpool. 
H. and AS., 1856, Edin: April, 1860. 
Mr. Morgan was 76 years of age at the time of death 
which took place on April 21. 


T. H. R. THRELKELD, M.R.C.VS., Kirkoswald, Cumb. 
Death occurred on Tuesday, May Ist from pulmonary 
phthisis at the early age of 34 years. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


CASTRATION. 
Sir, 

On my return home after some days’ absence I saw on 
looking over The Veterinary Record of 14th inst. an inquiry 
re above instrument, making complaints as to the amount 
of hemorrhage and also the quick healing up of the 
Scrotum. Evidently the inquirer does not understand the 
using of the instrument when he makes above complaints. 

The instrument has nothing whatever to do in opening 
the Scrotum, so I fail to see what effect it should have in 
the healing of same. I have many years’ experience in 
castration operations in vario 1s ways, by Ligature, Torsion, 
Cautery, etc., etc., and the Reliance, which I am now using 
for past seven years, I must say is the instrumeat par 
excellence. 1 have done hundreds of operations, on colts 
four months old to horses up to 20 vears, and bulls from 
three months to four years old, and have never had a case 
of hemorrhage. They are generally healed up in from 
eight to ten or twelve days, no washing or bathing is re- 
quired. It is the most humane instrument to operate 
with, animals don’t struggle nearly so much when being 
operated on as from the other methods. Should ‘ One 
who wants to know’’ send me his name snd address, | 
shall have pleasure in informing him how I use Arnold's 
Reliance Castrator.—Yours faithfully, 

R. Goon, V.S. 
Aherlow, Aherla, Co. Cork. 


THE PUBLICATION OF PRESCRIPTIONS. 
Sir, 

The numerous forms of competition in veterinary prac- 
tice have become sufficiently keen to render it most un- 
warrantable bad form on the part of members of the pro- 
fession to publish prescriptions thereby promoting the home 
doctoring of animals. 

I would like to ask which is the more unprofessional con- 
duct for a V.S. to advertise himself and give away profes- 
sional prescriptions or for one to advertise such prescrip 
tions made up in the form of draughts? No doubt it will 
be a source of satisfaction to the vendor of quack reme- 
dies and to the possessor uf these prescriptions to know 
that they can skim the cream off the milk while the hard- 
working practitioner struggles in the skim itself. It is high 
time for some action to be taken in order to suppress the 
surreptitious methods adopted by such writers to promote 
the sale of their works which, ifallowed to take their chance, 
like ordinary text-books must inevitably sink into oblivion. 
If such veterinarians really feel coustrained to write some- 
thing or other I would suggest that they teach stock-owners 
how to cleanse their mares and cows, how to replace an in- 
verted calf bed, to castrate and to rely ou themselves in 
parturition. These are cases veterinary surgeons take many 
risks in accomplishing, and without the sale of medicines 
to compensate them for their work, this portion of vetert- 
There are many vetert- 
nary surgeons to whom this subject is of no —, _ 
there is a vast majority of country practitioners — ” 
prived of the profits resulting from the sale of their « rugs, 
would have to seek another sphere for their existence. 


Yours truly, J. Cooxs, F.R.C.V.8. 


carly age of fifty-three. 


Scarborough. 


Edin: May, 1894. 
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PELLETERINE. 
Sir, 

In reply to ‘‘ Enquirer ’’ in issue of 24th March, I shall 
be plea%ed to tell him all I know about Pelleterine, which is 
not much. Like him I was first induced to try itas a tenia- 
fuge, and administered it to dogs in the form of liquid ex- 
tract, two drops to the lb dog weight, and did not find it 
very much more effectual than areca nut, but I noticed that 
it expelled lumbricoid and strongyles as well as tapeworm. 
This led me to try it in doses of two to five drops twice 
daily, diluted in glycerine with, as a rule, success in freeing 
the animal from worms in 14 to 20 days. From this I pro- 
ceeded to give it in cases of filariosis in the blood in the form 
of one drop diluted in ether hypodermically, every second 
day, increasing to four or five drops if improvement was 
noticeable. But, as I remarked in my former letter, I look 
on it as a promising adjuvant rather than a main line of 
treatment. 

In the horse the dose used has been 5 to 10 minims daily, 
and in this animal the results seem to have been more 
decided than in the dog. 

In the Milan School experiments with various dosages 
have been carried out, but as far as I am aware the results 
have not been published, nor have they been such as would 
cause a rush on the drug as a filaricide. Still there is room 
for further experiment.— Yours truly, 

F. E. Puace. 


CHLOROFORM ANZSTHESIA. 
Sir, 

Your correspondent, Mr. Mayall, has recalled the fact 
that, in the early days of chloroform, certain worthy per- 
sons objected to its use in preventing pain as sinful, and 
quotes Prof. Simpson’s replies (one of which strikes me as 
scarcely being in the best of taste) to opposition of this sort. 

I am not sure that the subject is a very suitable one for 
a journal like this—but Mr. Mayall has not repeated one 
argument which is said to have been used by either Simp- 
son himself, or some of his supporters, against the ‘ con- 
scientious objectors’’ tochloroform. I believe it had con- 
siderable weight at the time, and must have been un- 
answerable to the theologians of fifty or sixty years ago. 

It simply consisted in drawing attention to the jirst sur- 
gical operation which was believed to have been performed 
in the world (I refer, of course, to the extraction of Adam’s 
rib for the manufocture of Eve), and in pointing out that 
Adam was “cast into a deep sleep’’ for the purpose of 
undergoing the operation. 

This, to my mind, is the best story I have heard of this 
old controversy, which is really of much more interest to 
the historian of theology, or the student of human nature 
than to the practitioner of human or veterinary surgery.— 


Yours faithfully, 
** Bookworm.’’ 


Re ELECTIONS OF COUNCIL. 
Sir, 

I notice with a certain amount of regret that our Council, 
at its last meeting, unanimously decided that all of the 
“Suggestions re the election of Council,’’ advanced by the 
Lincolnshire V.M.S. should be practically ‘‘shelved.’’ I 
say ‘‘ with a certain amount of regret’’ advisedly, for of the 
four “ suggestions’’ (two of which, by the way, would re- 
quire a new Charter) I am in absolute disagreement with 
two, viz., the second and fourth. and should not care to see 
another—the the third one—embodied in a Charter. But 
the first of these proposals ‘‘ That in their annual report 
and balance sheet, the attendance of the retiring candidates 
be given for the four years for which they have been 
elected '’ is very different. Its principle is really excellent, 
and should long ago have been adopted by the Council. 

I do not wish these remarks to be taken as referring to 
the forthceming election. 

I do not know that any of the retiring members have bad 
attendance records—some of them, certainly, have excel- 
lent ones. But, whether a member of Council have 


attended well or ill, this projected innovation would be an 
improvement. To those who have really given their time 
without stint to the service of the profession, it is surely 
fair that the fact of their having done so should be offici- 
ally stated as distiuctly as possible. On the other hand, 
there are members of Council, who seem to"have sought the 
position for the sole object of displaying their indifference to 
the responsibilities attached to it—and even the veterinary 
profession, if the full extent of that indifference were 
plainly set forth, might possibly be aroused from its wonted 
apathy so faras to ensure the return of Councilmen pre- 
pared to give a reasonable amount of their time to the 
work. 

At present two lists of the attendances of the whole of the 
Council during one year, are officlally issued. One of these 
is embodied in the annual report. The other appears on 
the formal notice of the annual general meeting, which is 
attached to the voting paper, and forwarded along with 
the report. Why not substitute the return asked for by 
the Lincolnshire V.M.S. for this second—and superfluous 
—one, of one year’s attendances? Attached to the voting 
paper, as it would be, it really might induce the members of 
the profession to take a rather more active interest in the 
work of the Council than they do at present.—Yours truly, 

Po.irictay, 


YELLOW FEVER. 
Sir, 
Your contemporary last week published the following 
extract. It deserves correction :— 


FIGHTING YELLOW FEVER. 
Discoveries By Proressor Boyce. 


The mosquito known as the Stegomya fasciata is chiefly 
responsible for the spread of yellow fever. 

This is the statement of Professor Boyce, of Liverpool, 
telegraphs our special correspondent, in an address on 
Saturday to the Medical Congress at Lisbon. The Pi- 
fessor claimed that the fact was hitherto unknown to the 
scientific world. He illustrated his address with lantern J 
slides showing the particular insect. 

The discovery throws a valuable light on the most 

usual cause of a terrible disease—namely, microbes being 
transmitted by insects. Preventive measures consist of 
stopping the entrance of the insect to houses by use of 8 
metallic net. 
_ The Professor made the discovery during his researches 
on the occasion of the epidemic in Central America 
The preventive measures mentioned had brilliant results 
and were employed in New Orleans and Mississipp!. 
where fever endemic cultures were prepared from the 
Stegomya fasciata in a similar manner to those from the 
malaria mosquito. : 

Professor Boyce’s theory is that one bite by a mosquit? 
is enough to transmit to many the deadly toxin.—Dai 
Mail. 


Finlay (Annales de la Real Academia, Vol. xviii., 181 
pages 147-169) showed that mosquitos spread the infecti® 
of yellow fever. 

Carter (New Orleans Medical Journal, May, 1900), found 
that the Stegomyia Fasciata served as the intermediate ho 
of yellow fever parasites. 

This was confirmed by Reed, Carroll, and Agramonte 
(Pan-American Medical Congress, Havana, 1902). 

Gorgas, in 1902, based the quarantine of yellow fever fot 
the City of Havana upon the mosquito theory, andamonss 
other measures most successfully used to stamp out# 
outbreak, made use of nets. - 

“M.R.C.V.S. 


CoMMUNICATIONS AND Papers RECEIVED.—Messrs. E. Sayel, 
E. C. Russell, J. Cooke, E. Wallis Hoare, P. J. Simps™ 

The Yorkshire Post. 


‘Communications for the Editor to be addressed 20 Fulhs* 
Road, S.W. 
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